In our paper, we have presented a simple model in order to illustrate the fact that initial correlations between the system (A) and its environment (B) can play an important role in the dynamics of open systems. Our example is valid, though we have made a simple error that we would like to correct here. Specifically, the model Hamiltonian that is labeled as ͑2.7͒ in our original paper should read
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The unitary evolution U AB ϭexp(ϪitH) governed by the Hamiltonian ͑1͒ is such that the two-qubit operator U AB at tϭ/2 realizes the controlled NOT gate, with qubit A being the control, while qubit B is the target. We consider the two initial states described by Eqs. ͑2.8͒ of the original paper. These two states are such that their reduced density operators describing the open system at tϭ0 are equal, i.e.,
The system A at time tϭ/2 evolves into two different states depending on the system-environment initial states ͑2.8͒. Namely,
which should replace Eq. ͑2.10͒ of the original paper. The two states ͑2͒ illustrate our idea: the evolution of an open system can be very sensitive with respect to initial correlations between the system and its environment. We see that, depending on the correlations between the system and its environment, system A can evolve into two different states even though initially in both cases its density operator was the same.
The error in the original version of our paper came to our knowledge via the paper by Salgado and Sanchez-Gomez ͓1͔. 
